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ABSTRACT 
It is a common belief that older adults in rural areas have high subjective 
well-being, despite often experiencing greater poverty and having access 
to fewer resources than older adults who live in urban areas, a 
phenomenon sometimes referred to as the “rural-urban paradox.” 
However, research does not consistently find high well-being in rural 
areas, which might be due to research not distinguishing between very 
rural and semi-rural (or small town) settings. This study compares the 
subjective well-being of older adults in micropolitan and noncore counties 
with the well-being of older adults in metropolitan areas in Mississippi (n = 
659). Preliminary results indicate metropolitan respondents reporting 
higher subjective well-being than both micropolitan and noncore 
respondents. However, after accounting for key covariates, micropolitan 
residents were found to have significantly lower levels of subjective well-
being compared to metropolitan residents. Overall, our study suggests 
that micropolitan settings may be less conducive to healthy, successful 
aging when compared to metropolitan settings.  
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INTRODUCTION 
In the 1980s, researchers like Graham Rowles (1984) and Vira Kivett 
(1988) suggested that older adults in rural areas reported relatively high 
subjective well-being (from this point referred to as SWB), despite higher 
rates of poverty, illness, and mortality than older adults living in urban 
environments, a finding they referred to as the “rural-urban” paradox. 
Rowles (1983) argued that although rural settings are very diverse, in 
general, they tend to change more slowly than urban settings, giving older 
adults the opportunity to develop long-lasting social support systems and 
a sense of identity that involves strong attachment to place. Kivett (1988) 
made a similar argument, suggesting that older people in rural areas have 
high SWB because of the positive associations they assign to their 
environment over time and because of the people in their social networks, 
especially those who are available to help. 
More recent theorists have suggested that although there is a 
widespread belief that rural settings provide the best environments for 
older adults to age successfully, based on the notion that such 
environments are safe, friendly havens, or even bucolic (Keating and 
Phillips 2008; Wahl 2005); this may only be a myth, as there exists little 
consensus as to the type of setting that is most compatible with successful 
aging. Some studies have argued that older adults in rural areas have the 
potential for lower SWB when compared to older adults in urban areas, 
due to reduced access to quality health care and increasing geographic 
and social isolation (Dudley 2019; UNECE 2017). Further, although some 
studies have suggested that older adults in rural areas have a more 
positive life outlook and greater resilience than older adults in more urban 
areas, due to having stronger social support systems (Bacsu et al. 2014; 
Evans 2009; Stark-Wroblewski, Edelbaum, and Bello 2008), others have 
suggested that population decline in rural areas and the tendency of 
young people to leave rural areas has weakened those support systems 
and put increasing numbers of rural older adults at risk for social isolation 
and depression (Huxhold and Fiori 2019). 
Gerontologists such as M. Powell Lawton have long indicated the 
importance of studying the relationship between aging and the physical or 
social environment (Lawton 1985). Yet few researchers have compared 
older adults’ well-being in rural and remote environments, as opposed to 
urban areas. Some research has argued that making distinctions between 
levels of rurality is critical in studies involving older populations, because 
older adults may face different challenges in rural areas when compared 
to urban areas (Oswald et al. 2011; Wahl 2005). These challenges are 
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likely to be greatest in the most impoverished and remote rural areas, 
where government services, health care, and retail food stores are difficult 
to access or missing altogether (Hash, Jurkowski, and Krout 2015). 
Research comparing the well-being of older adults living in areas 
that differ in their levels of urbanization or rurality is lacking. One problem 
in conducting such research is a lack of consistency in the categorization 
of places as urban or rural, and the presence or absence of levels that fall 
in between these categories (Hash et al. 2015). For instance, Krout and 
Hash (2015) listed 11 different systems of categorizing rurality used by 
federal agencies, most of which did not distinguish between medium-sized 
towns and more remote areas.  
One widely used method for categorizing places by levels of 
urbanization or rurality is the Office of Management and Budget’s (OMB) 
system for county classification, which classifies counties into three 
categories: (1) metropolitan, (2) micropolitan, and (3) noncore. These 
three categories are distinguished by their population levels and 
commuting patterns. Metropolitan counties are those with an urban cluster 
of 50,000 people or more, while micropolitan counties are those that 
contain an urban cluster with a population of at least 10,000, but less than 
50,000 people (Office of Management and Budget 2010). Noncore 
counties are isolated counties that do not meet the criteria to be 
considered metropolitan or micropolitan (U.S. Department of Agriculture-
Economic Research Service 2012). The OMB system is ideal for the 
current study, because it is relatively straightforward and allows for a 
reasonable distribution of county-types, and data on county-based 
measures and information are readily available through public sources.  
Recent studies that used the OMB system have found health-
related differences as a function of county type, with the poorest health 
ratings found in noncore areas (Garcia et al. 2019; Henning-Smith et al. 
2017; Matthews et al. 2017). Garcia et al. 2019 reported that excess death 
from four of the five leading causes of death tended to be higher in 
micropolitan and noncore areas than in metropolitan areas. Accidental 
death rates were found to be highest in urban areas, but potential excess 
deaths from heart disease were higher in micropolitan counties and lower 
in metropolitan counties. Henning-Smith and colleagues (2017) also 
reported on differences between metropolitan, micropolitan, and noncore 
counties nationwide on Medicare Quality Scores. They reported that the 
quality of care was lower in micropolitan and noncore counties than in 
metropolitan counties, but that only noncore counties were significantly 
worse after sociodemographic variables were taken into account. 
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Matthews et al. (2017) reported that residents of micropolitan and noncore 
counties engaged in fewer than five core health behaviors, including 
maintaining a healthy weight, not smoking, getting adequate sleep, 
drinking little or no alcohol, and getting aerobic exercise, when compared 
to residents of metropolitan areas.  
In addition, evidence shows that very rural areas are more at risk 
for poverty and population and industry loss than small towns. One 
example of business loss in rural areas comes from Tolbert and 
colleagues (2014). They reported that rural areas have been losing their 
local banks for many years, and some of those local banks have not been 
replaced. When they have been replaced, they have been replaced by 
large chains banks, which are less likely than their predecessors to lend 
money to small local businesses, resulting in a major loss of healthy local 
businesses. This is one of several factors that have led researchers to 
believe that well-being will be lowest in the most rural areas, where there 
are the fewest local businesses, the poorest health, and the greatest risk 
for social isolation (Dudley, 2019). 
The purpose of this study is to compare older adults living in these 
three settings (i.e., metropolitan, micropolitan, and noncore) in Mississippi, 
to determine whether there are overall differences in average SWB and if 
these differences remain when common challenges associated with 
everyday life in rural areas are taken into account. This study is timely 
given the rapid growth of the older adult population in the United States, 
which increased exponentially throughout the twentieth and into the 
twenty-first century. The older adult population is projected to show 
continued growth, from 16 percent in 2018 to 23 percent of the total 
population in 2060 (U.S. Census Bureau 2017). Historical population 
trends and population projections indicate that the growth of Mississippi’s 
older adult population is expected to be consistent with national trends 
(U.S. Census Bureau 2014). Furthermore, the elderly population is 
increasing faster in rural areas than in urban areas (Huxhold and Fiori 
2019). Increased demands have strained the country’s already 
overwrought health care and social service systems, but the strain is most 
evident in poor states and rural areas, where limited elder services are 
offered and budgets are especially tight (Dudley 2019; UNECE 2017).  
Comparing residents of three different settings allows us to 
examine whether different settings represent different challenges for older 
adults. Exploring these issues in a state like Mississippi is helpful because 
of the state’s rural nature and its poor rankings on several key indicators 
related to healthy and successfully aging. For instance, older adults in 
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Mississippi consistently record some of the highest rates of senior obesity, 
physical inactivity, and mental distress in the nation, as well as some of 
the most negative ratings of self-reported health (United Health 
Foundation 2020). As a result, older Mississippians may be particularly 
vulnerable to reduced well-being and quality of life. At the same time, 
many older Mississippians have been living in the same rural community 
for most of their lives, which could make them feel attached to and 
satisfied with the community in which they live (Burnholt 2012). The major 
questions addressed in the current study are: 
1) To what extent does the SWB of older adults in noncore and 
micropolitan counties differ from the SWB of older adults in 
metropolitan counties? 
2) To what extent are differences in SWB linked to variables 
associated with rurality, such as poverty, health, and transportation 
problems, or are they associated with rurality itself? 
 
Subjective Well-being and Aging 
Keyes and Waterman (2003) reviewed 40 years of research on SWB and 
defined it as “individuals’ [own] perceptions and evaluations of their own 
lives in terms of their affective states and their psychological and social 
functioning” (p. 478). The term SWB is closely related to quality of life, but 
they are not identical concepts. In the past, SWB was often equated with 
either happiness or global life satisfaction. Psychologists today tend to use 
SWB to refer to a combination of global satisfaction with life, the balance 
of positive and negative emotional states, and the cognitive and affective 
self-evaluations of one’s life in multiple domains (Diener, Oshi, and Lucas 
2002). This is in contrast to the concept of quality of life which refers to 
tangible human resources, such as finances, health, social support, 
adequate housing, and access to transportation (Schuessler and Fisher 
1985; Smith et al. 2002). In the current study, participants are asked about 
their perceptions of their access to such sources, with the exception of 
income, which is asked more directly. 
It is not uncommon for researchers to measure SWB in surveys 
with a single item, usually asking about overall SWB (Bowling, Farquhar, 
and Browne 1991; Kahneman and Krueger 2006), especially when 
examining SWB in databases that were created primarily for other 
analyses. However, an instrument with only one item can only cover one 
component of SWB, so a multi-item scale is preferred. Kahneman and 
Kruger (2006) suggest that a SWB measure with even four or five items 
has higher validity and reliability than one with only one item.  
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Keyes and Waterman (2003) divide SWB into three dimensions: (1) 
emotional well-being, which involves the balance of positive and negative 
emotional states, (2) positive functioning, which involves self-acceptance 
and mastery, and (3) social well-being, which involves positive 
relationships with others. The measure of SWB used in the current study 
included an overall self-evaluation of life satisfaction, as well as self-
reported ratings of boredom, depression, and loneliness, which fit quite 
well with definitions of SWB offered in the work of Keyes and Waterman 
(2003).  
Keyes and Waterman (2003) also suggest that positive SWB is a 
protective factor, supporting the emotional and physical health of 
individuals under adversity. Levy and Myers (2004) reported that older 
persons with high SWB are more likely to engage in more healthy 
behaviors, and also more likely to stay involved in activities they enjoy. 
Others have argued that the relationship between health and SWB is likely 
to bi-directional, with good health promoting higher SWB, and higher SWB 
promoting better health (Diener and Chan 2011). Most previous research 
suggests that SWB is higher in later life than in early or middle adulthood 
(Scheibe and Carstensen 2010). Analyses of some recent longitudinal 
data have suggested that SWB declines in very late life, making it 
essential to control for age-related variables (Kleinspehn-Ammerlahn, 
Kotter-Gruhn, and Smith 2008). This is important when studying SWB in 
rural settings, as nonmetropolitan settings differ from metropolitan areas in 
their proportion of older adults (Huxhold and Fiori 2019). 
An example of such a study that advocates for a related approach 
can be found in the work of Baernholdt and associates (2012), who in their 
analysis of the National Health and Nutrition Examination, compared a 
county-level, nationwide sample of rural, urban, and urban county-
adjacent older adults on three SWB-related measures: (1) health-related 
quality of life, (2) social functioning, and (3) emotional well-being. They 
also compared participants on their number of chronic health conditions. 
They found that rural residents tended to have lower health-related quality 
of life than urban or urban-adjacent residents. Rural residents also had 
poorer self-perceived social functioning than residents of the other two 
types of counties. Despite these findings, final results indicated that 
emotional well-being was not lower in rural residents. Baernholdt et al. 
(2012) found racial differences as well, as African American and Hispanic 
older adults displayed lower health-related quality of life and emotional 
well-being than White older adults.  
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Common Problems for Older Adults Living in Rural Areas 
In order to fairly compare the SWB of older adults living in metropolitan 
areas with those living in micropolitan and noncore areas, it is necessary 
to outline the problems that may interfere with SWB in rural areas. The 
problems listed below are commonly associated with rural living and 
reduced SWB for older adults (Glasgow and Berry 2013). Examining these 
problems will allow us to separate differences in SWB by differing levels of 
rurality. We expect that older adults in the most rural areas in Mississippi 
will report the lowest levels of SWB, due to the fact that rural areas in 
Mississippi tend to have high rates of chronic poverty, fewer amenities, 
and higher rates of morbidity.  
Health. In terms of rural and urban health differences, older adults 
in rural areas are considered to be more at risk for chronic disease and 
physical impairment when compared to older adults residing in urban 
areas (Kivett, Stevenson, and Zwane 2000; Schoenberg, Coward, and 
Albrecht 2001). Health risks can become amplified for older adults in rural 
areas, due to potential geographic isolation from health services (Averill 
2003). In addition to geographic isolation from health and other essential 
services, research has indicated that counties in more rural areas of the 
country that have recorded significant growth in their older adult 
populations have also seen a decline in establishments designed to 
provide essential services (Thiede et al. 2017). Further compounding the 
problems stemming from of a lack of service establishments, existing rural 
health services are often seen as inadequate due to a lack of resources 
that could potentially lead to challenges in providing appropriate care, 
often forcing rural residents to travel long distances to access specialized 
care (Congdon and Magilvy 2001; Yoon and Lee 2004). A perceived lack 
of quality in available healthcare can also potentially deter rural aging 
populations from seeking medical attention, which may increase their 
vulnerability for future health problems (Blazer et al. 1995).  
Income. There has been extensive research focusing on the 
differences in financial status between rural and urban older adults 
(Glasgow and Brown 1998; Kivett et al. 2000; Longino 1988). McLaughlin 
and Jensen (1993) illustrated the economic disadvantages of rural and 
nonmetropolitan areas and how they affect older populations residing in 
these areas, by arguing that the prevalence of lower skilled and lower 
paying employment opportunities found in nonmetropolitan areas 
decreases the likelihood of accumulating assets or participating in pension 
plans. Lower earnings also result in lower Social Security benefits for older 
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adults in nonmetropolitan areas in comparison to those living in 
metropolitan areas. 
Income levels have been found to significantly predict life 
satisfaction among older adults. Insufficient income levels can result in 
decreased participation in social activities and increased feelings of 
insecurity (Karatas and Duyan 2008). In addition to the direct effect on life 
satisfaction, the health of older adults can be compromised if financial 
concerns prevent them from seeking health care and other basic services 
(Averill 2003; Schoenberg et al. 2001). Further, low incomes are known to 
be related to food insecurity among rural older adults (Ziliak and 
Gunderson 2009).  
Social interaction. As stated earlier, one factor that is likely to be 
helpful in explaining rural-urban differences in SWB is the amount of social 
interaction with family or friends (Evans 2009; Glasgow and Berry 2013; 
Stark-Wroblewski et al. 2008; Wahl 2005). Some researchers find that 
rural older adults have more opportunity for social interaction than urban 
older adults (e.g., Evans 2009; Stark-Wroblewski et al. 2008), while others 
find less opportunity for social interaction among rural older adults 
(Glasgow and Berry 2013). We expect that older adults in metropolitan 
areas will have significantly more opportunity for social interaction than 
older adults in nonmetropolitan areas, based on the observation by some 
researchers that opportunities for social interaction for older adults in 
nonmetropolitan areas have decreased in recent years (Huxhold and Fiori 
2019). This is consistent with past literature that found that older adults in 
nonmetropolitan areas have fewer immediate close social ties when 
compared to older adults in urban areas (Hofferth and Iceland 1998).  
Suitable housing. According to a report by the Housing Assistance 
Council (2004), most adults who reside in nonmetropolitan areas own their 
own homes (85 percent). This is also true for older rural African 
Americans, who tend to be located in states like Mississippi, although their 
rate of home ownership is about 20 percent lower (Ford 2018). Rural 
homes, and especially those owned by older adults, tend to be older and 
more in need of repair than urban homes (Pendall et al. 2016). Thus, a 
study comparing the well-being of very rural and micropolitan older adults 
should take into account differences in housing quality, or at least, 
satisfaction with housing.  
Transportation and mobility. One major indicator of the health and 
functional status of older adults is mobility, especially in terms of 
transportation and the ability to safely operate an automobile. In addition 
to making daily tasks easier to accomplish, the ability to drive is also 
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linked to personal autonomy, self-worth, and overall SWB (Dickerson et al. 
2007). Mobility and access to quality transportation are also vital to 
meeting the needs of older adults who wish to continue living 
independently (Li 2006; Stavley et al. 1999). A lack of transportation 
resources can be especially challenging for older adults who reside in 
rural areas, as longer travel times can lead to decreased service utilization 
(Fortney et al. 2002). Furthermore, older adults in rural areas who do not 
drive tend to have limited access to public transportation. As such, they 
are forced to rely on others for transportation, which may lead to lowered 
SWB and autonomy (Dickerson et al. 2007). Thus, transportation 
problems may be one cause of lowered SWB in rural seniors. 
 
METHODS 
Data and Sample 
Data were obtained from Mississippi’s 2011 Older Adults Needs 
Assessment, a project that included a telephone survey of 1,025 randomly 
sampled adults aged 55 and older from all counties in the state. All 
telephone numbers called were landlines, which older adults use with 
relatively more frequency when compared to the general population 
(Blumenthal 2010; Christian et al. 2010). The sample was drawn and 
stratified based on the organization of the state’s 10 Area Agencies on 
Aging (AAA), with at least 100 completed surveys coming from each of the 
state’s 10 AAAs.  
Survey data were collected in 2011 as part of a needs assessment 
commissioned by the Mississippi Department of Human Service’s Division 
of Aging and Adult Services. The data reported in this study represent the 
most recent needs assessment data related to older adults residing in the 
state of Mississippi. The goal of the needs assessment was to gain a 
sense of the current and projected service needs of older adults in 
Mississippi and to determine their level of awareness of available services. 
In addition to service need and awareness, the survey also focused on the 
health status, daily activities, living arrangements, and the current and 
future concerns of respondents. An additional goal of the project was to 
address the growing needs of the baby boomer population, the first wave 
of which started entering older adulthood when this study was initiated.  
For purposes of this study, we analyzed data from respondents 
aged 65 years and older (n = 659), which is traditionally considered the 
minimum age to be classified as an older adult in the United States 
(Gorman 1999). Respondents were classified into one of three settings: 
(1) metropolitan, (2) micropolitan, or (3) noncore based on the 
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classification of their county of residence. All respondents were either 
White or African American. Non-report or missing data on key indicators 
utilized for analytical purposes in this study were minimal, with most 
measures showing rates of missing data at less than one percent. 
Therefore, in cases of missing data, mean substitution was used. An 
exception was used in the case of income, in which missing data were 
substituted with median values.  
 
Measures 
Our dependent variable was a SWB scale using four questions, one 
related to general life satisfaction and three related to affective items (i.e., 
depression, loneliness, and boredom). Measures of depression, 
loneliness, and boredom were included to create a more holistic measure 
that accounted for other traditional indicators of life satisfaction and 
psychological well-being. These three affective measures were reverse 
coded, so scores for each of the four items ranged from 1 to 5 with a score 
of 1 indicating the lowest (most negative) score possible and a score of 5 
indicating the highest (most positive) score possible. The averages of 
these four items were computed to create the SWB Index (α = .72).  
The scale constructed for this study accounts for traditional 
indicators of psychological well-being (Bowling et al. 1991) and is 
consistent with past research that has emphasized self-assessment in 
rating SWB (Diener et al. 2002). This same scale has been used in past 
research that has examined the SWB of older adult populations (Adams-
Price, Turner, and Warren 2015; Turner, Adams-Price, and Wilmoth 2019; 
Wilmoth et al. 2014).  
Our key independent variable of interest was residential setting. In 
order to compare respondents based on residential setting, respondents 
were grouped into three categories based on county of residence: (1) 
metropolitan (n = 149) (2) micropolitan (n = 302), and (3) noncore (n = 
208). Classifications were based on definitions established by the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) (2010) and the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture Economic Research Service (2012). A number of covariates 
that past literature has established as important influencers on SWB in 
older adulthood were also included (Averill 2003; Dickerson et al. 2007; 
Glasgow and Berry 2013; Karatas and Duyan 2008; Pendall et al. 2016). 
The operationalization of these covariates is described in the following 
sections.  
Social interaction score. Social interactions were measured by a 
scale that combined two items; the first asked how often the participant 
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interacted with friends, and the second asked how often the participant 
interacted with family members. Choices for each included “daily, weekly, 
monthly, yearly, or never.” Choices were coded using a five-point scale, 
with a score of 1 indicating never and a score of 5 indicating daily. The two 
scores were averaged to create one social interaction score (α = .63).  
Transportation problems. To assess transportation needs, 
respondents were asked to rate the extent to which they have problems 
with transportation on a five-point scale. A score of 1 indicated little or no 
problem with transportation, while a score of 5 indicated that 
transportation was a major problem for the respondent.  
Unsuitable housing. Respondents were also surveyed on the extent 
to which suitable housing was a problem for them. A score of 1 indicated 
little or no problem, and a score of 5 indicated that the respondent 
considered housing to be a major problem.  
Race. Race was coded as a dichotomous variable with a code of 0 
representing African American respondents and a code of 1 representing 
White respondents.  
Self-reported health. A one-item Likert scale was created to assess 
a respondent’s self-reported physical health. A score of 1 indicated poor 
health, while a score of 5 indicated excellent health.  
Income. Respondents were asked to indicate their total pre-tax 
income from the previous year on a nine-point scale. The lowest income 
level was below $10,000 per year (assigned a code of 1), and the highest 
was more than $150,000 per year (assigned a code of 9). Median 
substitution was used to replace missing income data.  
 
Data Analysis 
This study’s analysis consisted of three main components. First, we 
present descriptive statistics of the sample, paying particular attention to 
differences by setting. Next, to determine whether there were initial 
differences between the three settings in terms of the selected SWB 
domains, a preliminary analysis through a Multivariate Analysis of 
Variance (MANOVA) was employed. Finally, a three-step, linear 
regression was applied to determine if differences in SWB between 
residents of metropolitan, micropolitan, and noncore settings persisted 
after factors associated with rurality and SWB were taken into account.  
 
 
 
 
11
Adams-Price et al.: Well-being in Older Rural Mississippians
Published by eGrove, 2020
  
RESULTS 
Descriptive Statistics 
The mean age of respondents was 74 years for both metropolitan and 
micropolitan respondents versus 75 years for noncore respondents. 
Overall, 22 percent of respondents were African American. The majority of 
African American respondents (61 percent) resided in micropolitan areas. 
White respondents (41 percent) were most likely to reside in micropolitan 
areas. Micropolitan, metropolitan, and noncore settings had similar 
proportions of males and females (roughly one quarter male and three 
quarters female). Noncore settings had the highest proportion of 
respondents with less than a high school education (24.1 percent). 
Noncore, metropolitan, and micropolitan respondents were similar in terms 
of marital status. Metropolitan respondents reported a mean SWB score of 
4.6. Micropolitan and noncore respondents reported a slightly lower SWB 
score of 4.4 (see Table 1). 
 
Table 1: Demographic Characteristics by Area Type of Mississippi’s 2011 
Older Adults Needs Assessment Survey Respondents 
 Metropolitan 
(n = 149) 
Micropolitan 
(n = 302) 
Noncore 
(n = 208) 
Avg. subjective well-being (SD) 4.6 (0.6) 4.4 (0.7) 4.4 (0.7) 
Avg. age (SD) 74 (6.5) 74 (7.4) 75 (7.4) 
Sex    
   Male 26.8% (40) 27.8% (84) 25.0% (52) 
   Female 73.1% (109) 72.2% (218) 75.0% (156) 
Race    
   White 88.6% (132) 69.8% (210) 80.8% (168) 
   African American 11.4% (17) 30.2%  (91) 19.2% (40) 
Education    
   Less than high school 10.1% (15) 20.7% (62) 24.1% (50) 
   High school diploma 34.5% (51) 31.3% (94) 38.2% (79) 
   Some college 27.0% (40) 25.7%  (77) 18.8%  (39) 
   Bachelor’s or higher 28.4 % (42) 22.3% (67) 18.8% (39) 
Marital Status    
   Single (never married) 8.1% (12) 6.7%  (20) 9.6% (20)  
   Married 49.3% (73) 45.0% (134) 48.6% (101)  
   Divorced or separated  8.8% (13) 10.4% (31) 7.2% (15)  
   Widowed 33.8% (50) 37.9%  (113) 34.6% (72) 
Note: Frequencies in parentheses. 
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MANOVA 
To identify any significant differences in common predictors of SWB 
between respondents living in the three different settings under 
examination, a MANOVA was computed. Results revealed statistically 
significant differences in study variable means based on a participant’s 
setting, F (12, 1333) = 2.01, p = .020; Wilk's Λ = 0.965, partial η2 = .018. 
Follow up tests showed that setting had a statistically significant effect on 
SWB (F (2, 656) = 3.30; p = .038; partial η2 = .010) and income (F (2, 656) 
= 5.85; p = .003; partial η2 = .020). (See Table 2). 
 
Table 2: Multivariate Analysis of Variance (MANOVA) Results  
 Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df MS 
F-
value 
p η2 
Subjective well-being 3.041 2 1.520 3.296 .038 .010 
Household income  37.113 2 18.556 5.847 .003 .020 
Social interaction 0.953 2 0.476 0.818 .442 .002 
Transportation 
problems 
4.348 2 2.174 2.107 .122 .006 
Unsuitable housing 0.297 2 0.149 0.153 .858 .000 
Self-reported health 0.807 2 0.404 0.348 .706 .001 
 
Tukey's HSD post-hoc tests showed that mean scores for SWB 
were significantly different (p = .039) between metropolitan (M = 4.6, SD = 
0.6) and micropolitan participants (M = 4.4, SD = 0.7). Differences 
between metropolitan and noncore participants were found to be 
marginally significant (M = 4.4, SD = 0.7) (p = .08). Mean income scores 
were significantly different (p = .002) between metropolitan (M = 4.2, SD = 
1.7) and noncore participants (M = 3.6, SD = 1.7), but not between 
metropolitan and micropolitan participants (M = 3.9, SD = 1.9). (p = .126). 
Post-hoc tests found no other significant differences in study variable 
means by setting (see Table 3 for means and standard deviations of study 
variables). 
 
Linear Regression 
Linear regression was employed to determine whether differences in SWB 
between setting (i.e., metropolitan, micropolitan, and noncore) remained 
when differences in household income, race, age, social interaction, 
transportation, suitable housing, and self-reported health were taken into 
account. In Model 1, setting was found to be a statistically significant 
predictor of SWB, with older adults residing in noncore settings showing 
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Table 3: Means and Standard Deviations for Study Variables by Area 
 Metropolitan Micropolitan Noncore 
Subjective well-being 4.6 (0.6) 4.4 (0.7) 4.4 (0.7) 
Household income 4.2 (1.7) 3.9 (1.8) 3.6 (1.7) 
Social interaction 4.3 (0.8) 4.4 (0.7) 4.4 (0.8) 
Transportation problems 1.3 (0.9) 1.4 (1.0) 1.5 (1.1) 
Unsuitable housing 1.4 (0.9) 1.4 (1.0) 1.4 (1.0) 
Self-reported health 3.6 (1.1) 3.6 (1.0) 3.5 (1.1) 
 
lower levels of SWB compared to those in metropolitan settings, (b = -
.162, p = .027, CI 95%: -.31, -.02). Comparisons between micropolitan and 
metropolitan settings also yielded a significant difference in SWB, with 
those in micropolitan settings reporting lower levels of SWB when 
compared to those in metropolitan settings (b = -.168, p = .014, CI 95%: -
.30,-.03). Additional analyses not shown in Table 4 revealed that SWB 
between noncore and micropolitan settings was not significantly different 
(b = -.005, p = .922, CI 95%: -.13, .11). For Model 1, setting explained 70 
percent of the variance in SWB.  
In Model 2, household income, race, and age were added. In this 
model, household income was a statistically significant predictor of SWB 
(b = .078 p = .000, CI 95%: .05, .11). As with Model 1, older adults 
residing in micropolitan settings recorded significantly lower levels of SWB 
when compared to older adults in metropolitan settings even after 
controlling for key demographic characteristics (b = -.152, p = .026, CI 
95%: -.29, -.02). The differences between noncore and metropolitan 
settings became insignificant in Model 2. Model 2 yielded a statistically 
significant R2 change (ΔR²=.04, F(3,652) = 9.14,  p < .001) and total 
explained variance increased to 4.3 percent.  
Finally, in Model 3, social interaction, transportation problems, 
unsuitable housing, and self-reported health were added and all were 
found to be significantly related to SWB. Positive relationships were found 
for increased social interaction (b = .116, p = .000, CI 95%: .06, .18) and 
more positive self-reported health and SWB (b = .187, p = .000, CI 95%: 
.14, .23). Negative relationships were found for perceived transportation 
problems (b = -.138, p = .000, CI 95%: -.19, -.09) and perceived housing 
problems and SWB (b = -.112, p = .000, CI 95%: -.17, -.06). Micropolitan 
setting (b = -.169, p = .004, CI 95%: -.29, -.05) and household income (b = 
.033, p = .013, CI 95%: .01, .06) remained significant and in the same 
direction. The addition of these variables resulted in a statistically 
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significant R² change (ΔR² = .247, F(4,648) = 56.81, p< .001), increasing 
the explained variance to 28.7 percent (see Table 4). 
Overall, in Model 3 the older adults residing in micropolitan settings, 
when compared to those residing in metropolitan settings, were likely to 
report significantly lower SWB even after controlling for important 
correlates. However, we found no significant difference in SWB between 
noncore and metropolitan residents, nor between noncore and 
micropolitan residents (results not shown) in Model 3. Interestingly, self-
reported health had the largest effect on SWB (ß = .294), followed by 
transportation problems (ß = -.202), unsuitable housing (ß = -.161), social 
interaction (ß =.130), then micropolitan setting (ß = -.123). 
 
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 
Rural environments have been considered by some to be havens for older 
adults to happily live out their remaining years (Keating and Philips 2008). 
The argument that older adults who live in rural areas have higher well-
being than older adults living in more populated areas has been largely 
unexplored (Keating and Philips 2008; Wahl 2005). The reality is that 
some authors argue that SWB should be higher for older adults in rural 
areas, due to factors like a positive outlook and strong social support 
systems (Bacsu et al. 2014; Evans 2009), while others argue that SWB 
should be lower for older adults in rural areas, due to factors such as 
reduced access to health care and social services and declining social 
networks (Dudley 2019; Hash et al. 2015, Huxhold and Fiori 2019). We 
actually find some support for this theory.  
The purpose of this study was to examine possible differences in 
SWB among older adults living in Mississippi based on their residential 
setting (i.e., metropolitan, micropolitan, and noncore), while taking into 
account factors that correlate with SWB, such as income, access to 
transportation, and self-reported health (Schuessler and Fisher 1985; 
Smith et al. 2002). Consistent with the work of Keyes and Waterman 
(2003) and Diener et al. (2002), we used a multidimensional measure of 
SWB composed of measures of life satisfaction and positive and negative 
affective states. Mississippi was selected as an example of a particularly 
poor and rural state. The study’s overarching hypothesis was that 
differences in SWB favoring metropolitan areas would remain, even after 
common predictors of low SWB were taken into consideration. This 
research is important as SWB is thought to protect the mental and 
physical health of at-risk individuals (Keyes and Waterman 2003).  
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Table 4. Linear Regression Analysis for Variables Predicting Subjective Well-being (n = 659) 
Variables Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 
 b ß p b ß p b ß p 
Micropolitana -.168 -.123 .014 -.152 -.110 .026 -.169 -.123 .004 
 (-.30, -.03)   (-.29, -.02)   (-.29, -.05)   
Noncorea -.162 -.110 .027 -.116 -.079 .110 -.112 -.076 .076 
 (-.31, -.02)   (-.26, .03)   (-.24, .01)   
Household income    .078 .206 .000 .033 .087 .013 
    (.05, .11)   (.01, .06)   
African Americanb    .042 .026 .517 .109 .066 .055 
    (-.09, .18)   (-.00, .22)   
Age     .002 .018 .645 .002 .026 .442 
    (-.01, .01)   (-.00, .01)   
Social interaction       .116 .130 <.001 
       (.06, .18)   
Transportation        -.138 -.202 <.001 
problems       (-.19, -.09)   
Unsuitable housing       -.112 -.161 <.001 
       (-.17, -.06)   
Self-reported health       .187 .294 <.001 
       (.14, .23)   
Constant  4.594  <.001 4.135  <.001 3.415  <.001 
 (4.48, 4.70)   (3.568, 4.702)   (2.83, 4.00)   
Adj R
2 .007   .043   .287   
Notes: 95% CI in parentheses; a Reference is metropolitan; b Reference is White.  
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Our results indicated that there were some differences between 
older adults living in noncore and micropolitan counties and older adults 
living in metropolitan counties, particularly in income, but we found no 
significant differences in SWB between older adults in the two kinds of 
nonmetropolitan areas. Further, no differences were found between the 
groups in self-reported health, social interactions, transportation problems, 
or suitable housing.  
Most of the factors expected to predict lower SWB were indeed 
associated with lower SWB in the present sample. Low income, poor 
health, transportation problems, and housing problems were negatively 
associated with SWB, while social interactions were positively associated 
with SWB. Race (African American versus White) was not associated with 
SWB, which was not especially surprising, given that differences in health 
and income were already controlled.  
Intriguingly, on average, our results indicated lower SWB in 
noncore residents than in metropolitan residents before controlling for 
important covariates. However, only differences between metropolitan 
areas and micropolitan rural areas were significant after predictors of SWB 
were considered. These results suggest that micropolitan settings may be 
less conducive to positive SWB among older adults. Our null finding 
between metropolitan settings and noncore could suggest that very rural 
settings are not detrimental to the SWB of older adults, or it could be that 
differences in health and income swamped differences in SWB.  
Past literature on urban-rural differences suggests that older adults 
residing in more rural areas are less healthy, less affluent, and at a greater 
disadvantage in terms of access to resources and services when 
compared to their urban counterparts (Averill 2003; Kivett et al. 2000; 
Schoenberg et al. 2001), suggesting lower SWB. The current study 
suggests lower SWB in micropolitan settings and not necessarily very 
rural, noncore settings. However, some differences in SWB became 
nonsignificant when quality of life factors associated with remote areas 
were removed. This leads to two possibilities; either the differences in 
income and health dwarf the differences in SWB, or older adults in the 
most rural areas have factors like strong attachment to place that 
compensate for some of the challenges to their SWB (Rowles 1983; Kivett 
1988). The generalizability of these data to rural aging in other states 
needs to be explored. 
 One unique feature of the present study was the use of the OMB 
categories to classify the different settings under analysis (OMB 2010). 
Previous studies have failed to differentiate between different types of 
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nonmetropolitan areas. Studies that compare SWB in metropolitan and 
nonmetropolitan areas, but do not differentiate between small-to-medium 
sized towns (i.e., micropolitan settings) and places that are more remote 
(i.e., noncore settings), will find fewer differences in SWB. The 
micropolitan category was included because micropolitan settings have 
some features that are similar to metropolitan places and some that are 
similar to noncore settings. For example, recent changes in the banking 
system have made it much harder to open or maintain very small 
businesses in noncore areas than in micropolitan areas (Tolbert et al. 
2014). However, the lack of significant differences found between 
micropolitan and noncore settings was interesting. The two types of 
settings seem to differ more in degree than in type, at least in Mississippi. 
Future research should examine differences between the same settings in 
other states.   
 The current study was not without its limitations. First, the study 
was conducted in Mississippi, which, as one of the poorest states in the 
United States in not very representative of the country as a whole. A 
nationwide study of rurality and well-being in later life needs to be 
conducted to investigate how rural older adults cope in states that are 
more affluent. It may be that the SWB of older adults in affluent rural 
communities is much higher, or noncore older adults in other parts of the 
United States are at less of a disadvantage, when compared to their 
micropolitan and metropolitan counterparts. We also recognize that the 
metropolitan-nonmetropolitan distribution and the racial composition of the 
survey data are not necessarily representative of the state of Mississippi. 
This is not unexpected, however, given that the main stratification criteria 
(which was mandated by the project stakeholders) was primarily 
concerned with ensuring that data were collected from a near equal 
number of participants residing in each of Mississippi’s 10 Area Agencies 
on Aging (AAA).   
Second, only two levels of rurality were used in the study, 
micropolitan and noncore. More differentiated categories of rurality are in 
existence, especially the Frontier and Remote (FAR categories) (Hart 
2012), which provide opportunities for future studies to explore. 
Furthermore, while the three OMB categories do not completely describe 
the environments in the included counties, they do allow for 
generalizations that could be used for policy (Henning-Smith et al. 2017). 
Lastly, the current study employed relatively basic self-reported measures 
of health, transportation, housing, and social interactions; a more 
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comprehensive study would be well served to use more multi-item 
measures.  
Additional research needs to be conducted to explain why SWB 
was shown to be low for older adults in the most rural areas, after 
controlling for income and health. Some factors to consider in future 
studies include patterns of social interaction, regional differences, and 
attachment to place. The results of this exploratory study warrant further 
investigation into the domains that have the greatest impact on the SWB 
of older adults as a function of the low population density and remoteness 
of their residences. 
In addition, future research should take into account the model of 
aging and the environment postulated by Wahl and associates (2012). 
Their model could be used to explain why older adults are reluctant to 
move from environments that no longer foster their independence, such as 
some very rural environments. They suggest that attachment to place (i.e., 
belonging) may increase over time, even while independence decreases. 
Ultimately, this information could be used to design interventions to 
improve the health, well-being, and quality of life for older adults residing 
in diverse settings with varying levels of urbanization and rurality.  
 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
We thank the National Strategic Planning and Analysis Research Center 
for use of this data set, originally collected by the second author while he 
was employed at the center.  
 
DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 
No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors. 
 
REFERENCES 
 
Adams-Price, Carolyn E., Joshua J. Turner, and Shane Warren. 2015. 
"Comparing the Future Concerns of Early Wave Baby Boomers 
with the Concerns of Young-old Adults." Journal of Applied 
Gerontology 34(6):691-711. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0733464813493135  
Averill, Jennifer. 2003. "Keys to the Puzzle: Recognizing Strengths in a 
Rural Community." Public Health Nursing 20(6):449-55. 
Bacsu, Juanita, Bonnie Jeffery, Sylvia Abonyi, Shanthi Johnson, Nuelle 
Novik, Diane Martz, and Sarah Oosman. 2014. "Healthy Aging in 
19
Adams-Price et al.: Well-being in Older Rural Mississippians
Published by eGrove, 2020
  
Place: Perceptions of Rural Older Adults." Educational Gerontology 
40(5):327-37. https://doi.org/10.1080/03601277.2013.802191 
Baernholdt, Marianne, Guofen Yan, Ivora Hinton, Karen Rose, and 
Meghan Mattos. 2012. "Quality of Life in Rural and Urban Adults 65 
Years and Older: Findings from the National Health and Nutrition 
Examination Survey." The Journal of Rural Health 28(4):339-47. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-0361.2011.00403.x  
Blazer, Dan G., Lawrence R. Landerman, Gerda Fillenbaum, and Ronnie 
Horner. 1995. "Health Services Access and Use Among Older 
Adults in North Carolina: Urban vs Rural Residents." American 
Journal of Public Health 85(10):1384-90. 
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.85.10.1384  
Blumenthal, Mark. 2010. "Cell Phones and Coverage Bias." Retrieved 
March 25, 2020 
(https://www.huffpost.com/entry/cell_phones_and_coverage_bias_
b_727698). 
Bowling, Ann, Morag Farquhar, and Peter Browne. 1991. "Life Satisfaction 
and Associations with Social Network and Support Variables in 
Three Samples of Elderly People." International Journal of Geriatric 
Psychiatry 6(8):549-66. https://doi.org/10.1002/gps.930060803  
Burnholt, Vanessa. 2012. "The Dimensionality of 'Place Attachment' for 
Older People in Rural Areas of South West England and Wales." 
Environment and Planning A, 44(12):2901-21. 
https://doi.org/10.1068/a4543  
Christian, Leah, Scott Keeter, Kristen Purcell, and Aaron Smith. 2010. 
"Assessing the Cell Phone Challenge to Survey Research in 2010."  
Congdon, JoAnn G., and Joan K. Magilvy. 2001. "Themes of Rural Health 
and Aging from a Program of Research." Geriatric Nursing 
22(5):234-38. https://doi.org/10.1067/mgn.2001.119471  
Dickerson, Anne E., Lisa J. Molnar, David W. Eby, Geri Adler, Michael 
Bedard, Marol Berg-Weger, and Leonard Trujillo. 2007. 
"Transportation and Aging: A Research Agenda for Advancing Safe 
Mobility." The Gerontologist 47(5):578-90. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/47.5.578  
Diener, Ed, and Micaela Y. Chan. 2011. "Happy People Live Longer: 
Subjective Well-Being Contributes to Health and Longevity." 
Applied Psychology: Health and Well-Being 3(1):1-43. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-0854.2010.01045.x  
 
20
Journal of Rural Social Sciences, Vol. 35 [2020], Iss. 2, Art. 4
https://egrove.olemiss.edu/jrss/vol35/iss2/4
  
Diener, Ed, Shighiro Oishi, and Richard E. Lucas. 2002. "Subjective Well-
Being: The Science of Happiness and Life Satisfaction." Pp. 63-73 
in Handbook of Positive Psychology, edited by C. R. Snyder and S. 
J. Lopez. Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-0854.2010.01045.x  
Dudley, Dennis. 2019. "Why We Should Care About Rural Aging." 
Generations 43(2):294-98. 
Evans, Ronnie J. 2009. "A Comparison of Rural and Urban Older Adults in 
Iowa on Specific Markers of Successful Aging." Journal of 
Gerontological Social Work 52(4):423-38. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01634370802609197  
Ford, Carmel. 2018. "Home Ownership Rates by Race and Ethnicity." 
Retrieved March 25, 2020 
(https://www.nahbclassic.org/generic.aspx?sectionID=734&generic
ContentID=261136&channelID=311).  
Fortney, John, Neale Chumbler, Marisue Cody, and Cornelia Beck. 2002. 
"Geographic Access and Service Use in a Community-Based 
Sample of Cognitively Impaired Elders." Journal of Applied 
Gerontology 21(3):352-67. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/073346480202100305  
Garcia, Macarena C., Rossen, Lauren M., Bastian, Brigham, Faul, Mark, 
Dowling, Nicole F., Shieb, Linda, Hong, Yuling, Yoon, Paula W., 
and Iademarco, Michael F. 2019. "Potentially Excess Deaths from 
the Five Leading Causes of Death in Metropolitan and 
Nonmetropolitan Counties -- United States, 2010-2017." Morbidity 
and Mortality Weekly Report 68(10):1-11. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.ss6810a1  
Glasgow, Nina, and Helen E. Berry. 2013. Rural Aging in 21st Century 
America. New York: Springer.  
Glasgow, Nina, and Helen E. Berry. 2013. "Introduction to Rural Aging in 
the 21st Century." Pp. 355-368 in Rural Aging in 21st Century 
America, edited by N. Glasgow and E. H. Berry. Dordrecht, 
Netherlands: Springer.  
Glasgow, Nina, and David L. Brown. 1998. "Older, Rural, and Poor." Pp. 
187-207 in Aging in Rural Settings: Life Circumstances and 
Distinctive Features, edited by R. T. Coward and J. A. Krout. New 
York: Springer. 
Gorman, Mark. 1999. "Development and the Rights of Older People."  Pp. 
3-21 in The Aging and Development Report: Poverty, 
21
Adams-Price et al.: Well-being in Older Rural Mississippians
Published by eGrove, 2020
  
Independence, and the World's Older People, edited by J. Randel. 
London: Earthscan Publications. 
Hart, Gary. 2012. "Frontier/Remote, Island, and Rural Literature Review." 
HRSA Office of Rural Health Policy and USDA Economic Research 
Service. Retrieved March 3, 2020 
(https.//ruralhealth.und.edu/pdf/frontierreview.pdf). 
Hash, Kristina M., Elaine T. Jurkowski, and John A. Krout. 2015. 
"Conclusions and Future Directions." Pp. 283-296 in Aging in Rural 
Places: Policies, Programs, and Professional Practice, edited by K. 
M. Hash, E. T. Jurkowski, and J. A. Krout. Springer: New York. 
Henning-Smith, Carrie, Shailenda Prasad, Michelle Casey, Katy 
Kozhimannil, and Ira Moscovice. 2017. "Rural-Urban Differences in 
Medicare Quality Scores Persist After Adjusting for 
Sociodemographic and Environmental Characteristics." The Journal 
of Rural Health 35(1):58-67. https://doi.org/10.1111/jrh.12261  
Hofferth, Sandra, and John Iceland. 1998. "Social Capital in Rural and 
Urban Communities." Rural Sociology 63(4):574-98. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1549-0831.1998.tb00693.x  
Housing Assistance Council. 2004. "Rural Seniors and Their Homes." 
Retrieved March 25, 2020 
(http://www.ruralhome.org/storage/documents/elderly.pdf). 
Huxhold, Oliver, and Katherine L. Fiori. 2019. "Do Demographic Changes 
Jeopardize Social Integration among Aging Adults Living in Rural 
Regions?" Journals of Gerontology: Psychological Sciences 
74(6):954-63. https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/gby008  
Kahneman, Daniel, and Alan B. Kruger. 2006. "Developments in the 
Measurement of Subjective Well-Being." Journal of Economic 
Perspectives 20(1):3-24. 
https://doi.org/10.1257/089533006776526030  
Karatas, Kasim, and Veli Duyan. 2008. "Difficulties that Elderly People 
Encounter and Their Life Satisfaction." Social Behavior and 
Personality 36(8):1073-84. 
https://doi.org/10.2224/sbp.2008.36.8.1073  
Keating, Norah, and Judith Phillips. 2008. "A Critical Human Ecology 
Perspective on Rural Aging."  Pp. 1-10 in Rural Aging: A Good 
Place to Grow Old? edited by N. Keating. London: Policy Press. 
Keyes, Corey L. M., and Mary B. Waterman. 2003. "Dimensions of Well-
Being and Mental Health in Adulthood." Pp. 477-497 in Well-being: 
Positive Development Across the Life Course, edited by M. 
Bornstein, L. Davidson, and C. L. M. Keyes. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum. 
22
Journal of Rural Social Sciences, Vol. 35 [2020], Iss. 2, Art. 4
https://egrove.olemiss.edu/jrss/vol35/iss2/4
  
Kivett, Vira R. 1988. "Aging in a Rural Place: The Elusive Source of Well-
being." Journal of Rural Studies 4(2):125-32. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0743-0167(88)90030-7  
Kivett, Vira R., Michelle L. Stevenson, and Christine H. Zwane. 2000. 
"Very-Old Rural Adults: Functional Status and Social Support." 
Journal of Applied Gerontology 19(1):58-77. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/073346480001900104  
Kleinspehn-Ammerlahn, Anna, Data Kotter-Gruhn, and Jaqui Smith. 2008. 
"Self-Perceptions of Aging: Do Subjective Age and Satisfaction with 
Aging Change During Old Age?" Journals of Gerontology: 
Psychological Sciences, 63B(6):P377-P385. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/63.6.P377  
Krout, John A., and Kristina M. Hash. 2015. "What is Rural? Introduction 
to Aging in Rural Places." Pp. 3-22 in Aging in Rural Places: 
Policies, Programs, and Professional Practice, edited by K. M. 
Hash, E. T. Jurkowski, and J. A. Krout. New York: Springer. 
Lawton, M. Powell. 1985. "The Elderly in Context: Perspectives from 
Environmental Psychology and Gerontology." Environment and 
Behavior 17(4):501-19. https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916585174005  
Levy, Becca R., and Lindsey M. Myers. 2004. "Preventive Health 
Behaviors Influenced by Self-Perceptions of Aging." Preventive 
Medicine 39(3):625-29. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2004.02.029  
Li, Hong. 2006. "Unmet Needs for Supportive Services: A Comparison of 
Rural and Urban Older Adults." Journal of Social Service Research 
32(3):19-39. https://doi.org/10.1300/J079v32n03_02  
Longino, Charles F. 1988. "Who Are the Oldest Americans?" The 
Gerontologist 28(4):515-23. https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/28.4.515  
Matthews, Kevin A., Janet B. Croft, Yong Liu, Hua Lu, Dafna Kanny, Anne 
G. Wheaton, Timothy Cunningham, Laura Kettel Khan, Ralph S. 
Caraballo, James B. Holt, Paul I. Eke, and Wayne H. Giles. 2017. 
"Health-Related Behaviors by Urban-Rural County Classification: 
United States, 2013." Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report 66(5): 
1-8. https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.ss6605a1  
McLaughlin, D. K., and Leif Jensen. 1993. "Poverty Among Older 
Americans: The Plight of Nonmetropolitan Elders." Journal of 
Gerontology 48(2), S44-S54. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/geronj/48.2.S44  
Office of Management and Budget. 2010. "2010 Standards for Delineating 
Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas." Federal Register, 
23
Adams-Price et al.: Well-being in Older Rural Mississippians
Published by eGrove, 2020
  
75(123). Retrieved August 16, 2020 
(https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2010/06/28/2010-
15605/2010-standards-for-delineating-metropolitan-and-
micropolitan-statistical-areas). 
Oswald, Frank, Daniela Jopp, Christoph Rott, and Hans Werner Wahl. 
2011. "Is Aging in Place a Resource for or Risk to Life 
Satisfaction?" The Gerontologist 51(2):238-250. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnq096  
Pendall, Rolf, Laurie Goodman, Jun Zhu, and Amanda Gold. 2016. "The 
Future of Rural Housing." Retrieved March 25, 2020 
(http://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/85101/2000972-
the-future-of-rural-housing_6.pdf). 
Rowles, Graham D. 1984. "Aging in Rural Environments." Human 
Behavior & Environment: Advances in Theory & Research 7:129-
57. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4899-2171-0_5  
Scheibe, Susanne, and Laura L. Carstensen. 2010. "Emotional Aging: 
Recent Findings and Future Trends." Journals of Gerontology 
Series B: Psychological Sciences and Social Sciences 65B(2):135-
44. https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/gbp132  
Schoenberg, Nancy E., Raymond T. Coward, and Stan L. Albrecht. 2001. 
"Attitudes of Older Adults About Community-Based Services: 
Emergent Themes from In-Depth Interviews." Journal of 
Gerontological Social Work 35(4):3-19. 
https://doi.org/10.1300/J083v35n04_02  
Schuessler, Karl F., and Gene A. Fisher. 1985. "Quality of Life Research 
and Sociology." Annual Review of Sociology 11:129-49. 
Smith, Jaqui, Markus Borchelt, Heiner Maier, and Daniela Jopp. 2002. 
"Health and Well-Being in the Young Old and Oldest Old.” Journal 
of Social Issues 58(4):715-32. https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-
4560.00286  
Stark-Wroblewski, Kimberly, Jessica K. Edelbaum, and Theresa O. Bello. 
2008. "Perceptions of Aging among Rural, Mid-Western Senior 
Citizens: Signs of Women’s Resiliency." Journal of Women and 
Aging 20(3/4):361-73. https://doi.org/10.1080/08952840801985185  
Stavley, Beth, Cynthia Owsley, Michael Sloane, and Karlene Ball. 1999. 
"The Life Space Questionnaire: A Measure of the Extent of Mobility 
of Older Adults." Journal of Applied Gerontology 18(4):460-78. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/073346489901800404  
Thiede, Brian C., David L. Brown, Scott R. Sanders, Nina Glasgow, and 
Laszlo J. Kulcsar. 2017. "A Demographic Deficit? Local Population 
24
Journal of Rural Social Sciences, Vol. 35 [2020], Iss. 2, Art. 4
https://egrove.olemiss.edu/jrss/vol35/iss2/4
  
Aging and Access to Services in Rural America, 1990-2010." Rural 
Sociology 82(1):44-74. https://doi.org/10.1111/ruso.12117  
Tolbert, Charles M., Carson F. Mencken, T. Lynn Riggs, and Jing Li. 2014. 
"Restructuring of the Financial Industry: The Disappearance of 
Locally Owned Traditional Financial Services in Rural America." 
Rural Sociology 79(3):355-79. https://doi.org/10.1111/ruso.12037  
Turner, Joshua J., Carolyn E. Adams-Price, and Joe Wilmoth. 2019. 
"Indicators of Service Need Among Older Adults in Mississippi." 
Journal of Human Sciences and Extension, 7(3):142-47. Retrieved 
August 15, 2020 (https://www.jhseonline.com/article/view/908). 
UNECE. 2017. "Older Persons in Rural and Remote Areas." UNECE 
Policy Brief on Ageing No. 18. 
United Health Foundation. 2020. "Mississippi: 2019 Senior Report." 
Retrieved March 25, 2020 
(https://www.americashealthrankings.org/learn/reports/2019-senior-
report/state-summaries-mississippi). 
U.S. Census Bureau. 2017. "National Population Projections Tables." 
Retrieved October 18, 2019 
(https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2017/demo/popproj/2017-
summary-tables.html). 
U.S. Census Bureau. 2014. "State and County Quick Facts: Mississippi." 
Retrieved October 18, 2019 
(http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/28000.html). 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service. 2012. "Rural 
Classifications: What is Rural?" Retrieved March 25, 2020 
(http://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/rural-economy-population/rural-
classifications/what-is-rural.aspx#). 
Wahl, Hans-Werner. 2005. "Ageing Research Along the Urban-Rural 
Distinction: Old Questions and New Potential." European Journal of 
Ageing 2(2):131-36. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10433-005-0030-9  
Wahl, Hans-Werner, Susanne Iwarsson, and Frank Oswald. 2012. "Aging 
Well and the Environment: Toward an Integrative Model and 
Research Agenda for the Future." The Gerontologist 52(3):306-16. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnr154  
Wilmoth, Joe D., Carolyn E. Adams-Price, Abby B. Blaney, Joshua J. 
Turner, and Laura Downey. 2014. "Examining Social Connections 
as a Link Between Religious Participation and Well-Being Among 
Older Adults." Journal of Religion, Spirituality, and Aging 26(2-
3):259-78. https://doi.org/10.1080/15528030.2013.867423  
25
Adams-Price et al.: Well-being in Older Rural Mississippians
Published by eGrove, 2020
  
Yoon, Dong P., and Eun-Kyoung Othelia Lee. 2004. 
“Religiousness/Spirituality and Subjective Well-Being Among Rural 
Elderly Whites, African Americans, and Native Americans.” Journal 
of Human Behavior in the Social Environment 10(1):191-211. 
https://doi.org/10.1300/J137v10n01_05  
Ziliak, James P., and Craig Gundersen. 2009. “Senior Hunger in the 
United States: Differences Across States and Rural and Urban 
Areas.” Retrieved March 25, 2020 
(http://ukcpr.org/research/seniors/senior-hunger-united-states-
differences-across-states-and-rural-and-urban-areas). 
26
Journal of Rural Social Sciences, Vol. 35 [2020], Iss. 2, Art. 4
https://egrove.olemiss.edu/jrss/vol35/iss2/4
